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I. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The owner of this application, and the real party in interest, is NOKIA > Inc. 
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D. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

There are no related appeals and interferences. 



© 006/030 
Applicant No, 10/037,297 
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m. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-23 remain in the application, AH of the pending claims are shown in the 
attached appendix. 
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IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

There are no amendments subsequent to the final office action dated August 12, 2005, 
and all prior amendments have been entered. 
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V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

In making reference herein to various portions of the specification and drawings in order 
to explain the claimed invention (as required by 37 CFR §41.37(c)(l)(v)), Applicant does not 
intend to limit the claims. All references to the specification and drawings are illustrative unless 
otherwise explicitly stated. 

The claimed subject matter is directed to improved systems and methods for allowing 
computer devices to negotiate over the use of a cache memory. (Page 2, Paragraph 5, lines 1-2), 
Uses of the claimed systems and methods may be advantageous for computing devices in a 
network, such as the Internet, Indeed, modem Internet websites use objects that have large 
memory requirements and/or require large bandwidth* for transmission to remote computers, 
thus creating latency delays that often result in users visiting alternative websites to purchase 
similar goods and services. (Page 1, Paragraph 2, lines 5 - 9), 

One prior attempt to alleviate latency delays involves storing content in a cache memory 
coupled to the access router. The cache memory is configured to store all received content until 
the memory is full. When the memory is full, the oldest content is deleted, Such systems reduce 
latency, but fail to optimize the use of cache memories. As a result, the performance of cache 
memories becomes degraded or designers use larger cache memories than would otherwise be 
required. (Page 1, Paragraph 3, lines 1 - 6). 

By negotiating over the use of a cache computer according to various aspects of the 
invention, non-requested content may be received at a cache computer for subsequent use. 
Independent claim 1 is directed to a method of transmitting requests and content at a cache 
computer, wherein a first computer device and a second computer device are coupled to the 
cache computer (Page 5, Paragraph 19, lines 5-7; Figure 1), and the first computer device 

-6- 
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requests content from the second computer device (Pages 4-5, Paragraph 18, lines 6 - 8). 
Claim 1 includes two elements. The first element is "(a) receiving a cache request from the 
second computer device" (Page 5, Paragraph 20, lines 5-7). An exemplary method of 
transmitting content from a website to a cache computer is illustrated in Figure 2, where the 
cache computer receives a cache request for content in step 202. Figure 1 sho^ s an exemplary 
website 102 being in coupled to a cache computer 112. 

The other element in claim 1 is "(b) receiving at the cache computer non-requested 
content from the second computer device, wherein the non-requested content is cotrtent other 
than content requested by the first computer device (Page 7, Paragraph 24, lines 2-3). As 
shown in steps 220 and 222 of Figure 2, the website selects and transmits the non-requested 
content to the cache computer. The non-requested content may be chosen based on a variety of 
different factors, such as predicting the content "the computer device will select next. For 
example, if the computer device requested content for a particular web page, the wdisite may 
select object used to create the next web page." (Pages 7-8, Paragraph 24, lines 6 - 10)- 

Independent claim 22 is directed to a computer-readable medium containing computer 
executable instructions for causing a cache computer to perform the steps of independent claim 1. 

Independent claim 13 is directed to a method of transmitting content from a first 
computer device to a second computer device, wherein the first computer device and the second 
computer device are coupled to a cache computer device (Page 4, Paragraph lines 1-12; 
Page 5, Paragraph 19, lines 5-7; Figure 1), Claim 13 includes three limitations. The first 
limitation is "(*) receiving from the cache computer device, a request for contcait". (Page 8, 
Paragraph 26, lines 2-3). As shown in Figure 3, the cache computer device may request content 
from a website (Fig, 3, step 302). 

-7- 
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Another limitation in claim 13 is "(b) transmitting to the cache computer device the 
requested content". (Page 9, Paragraph 27, line 1). In one embodiment, the requested content 
may include objects for creating an Internet web page. (Page 9, Paragraph 27, line 2). Another 
limitation is "(c) transmitting to the cache computer device a request for use of a cache memory". 
(Page 8, Paragraph 26, lines 6-7, Figure 3, step 304; see also Page 6, Paragraph 20 for further 
description of the request which is referred to as a "cache reservation lequest"). The 
transmission of the requested content maybe performed before or after, and may be independent 
of the request for use of the cache memory. (Page 9, Paragraph 27, lines 2 - 7). 

The last element of claim 13 is "(d) after accepting terms for the use of the cache 
memory, transmitting to the cache computer device non-requested content, wherein the non- 
requested content is content other than content requested by the cache computer device". (Page 9, 
Paragraph 27, lines 7-11; Fig, 3, step 316). As discussed above, the non-requested content may 
be chosen based on a variety of different factors, such as predicting the content "the computer 
device will select next. For example, if the computer device requested content for a particular 
web page, the website may select object used to create the next web page. v (Pages 7-8, 
Paragraph 24, lines 6-10). 

Independent claim 23 is directed to an access router including a cache module coupled to 
a local computer and a website. (Page 4, Paragraph 16, lines 1-12; Page 5, Paragraph 19, lines 5 
- 7; Figure 1) The cache module is configured to perform at least the two limitations of claim 23. 
The first limitation is "(a) receiving a cache request from the website 9 '. (Page 5, Paragraph 20, 
lines 5 - 7). The second limitation was "(b) receiving non-requested content from tte website, 
wherein the non-requested is content other than content requested by the local computer", (Page 
7, Paragraph 24, lines 2-3; Figure 2, steps 220 and 222). , 
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VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWE D ON APPEAL 

1) Claims 1, 2, 4, and 22 stand rejected under 35 USC §103 as being unpafcjntable by 
by U.S. Patent No. 6,578,073 (*the '073 patent") to Starnes, ei al. in view of 
Chong, Jr., U.S. Patent No. 6,397,267 ("the '267 patent"). 

2) Claim 3 is rejected under 35 USC §103(a) as being unpatentable over Stames et 
al., U.S. Patent No. 6,578,073 in view of in view of Chong, Jr., U.S. Patent No. 
6,397,267 in further view of Cieslak et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,832,252 ("the '252 
patent"). 

3) Claims 5-9 are rejected under 35 USC §103(a) as being unpatentable over Stames 
et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,578,073 in view of Chong, Jr., U.S. Patent No. 6,397,267 
in further view of Binarson et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,704,781 ("the '781 patent"). 

4) Claims 10-11 are rejected under 35 USC §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stames et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,578,073 in view of Chong, Jr., U.S. Patent No. 
6,397,267 in further view of Aviani et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,950,205 ("the '205 
patent"). 

5) Claim 12 is rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stames et 
al., U.S. Patent No. 6,578,073 in view of Chong, Jr., U.S. Patent No. 6,397,267 in 
further view of Aviani et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,950,250 and in further view of 
Cieslak et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,832,252. 

6) Claims 13-20 and 23 are rejected under 35 USC §103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Einarson et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,704,781 in view of Chong, Jr., US. Patent 
No. 6,397,267 ("the '267 patent"). 
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7) Claim 16 is rejected under 35 USC §l03(a) as being unpatentable over Einarson 
et aL, U.S. Patent No. 6,704,781 in view of Chong, Jr., U.S. Patent No. 6,397,267 
in further view of Krishnamurthy et aL. U.S. Patent No. 6,578,113 ("the c 113 
patent"). 

8) Claim 21 is rejected under 35 USC §103(a) as being unpatentable over Einarson 
et aL, US. Patent No. 6,704,781 in view of Chong, Jr., U.S. Patent No.*6,397,267 
in further view of Cieslak et aL, U.S. Patent No. 6,832,252. 
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VII. ARGUMENT 

A. Neither the '07 3 Patent Nor the '267 Patent Teach the Receiving of Non- 
Requested Content at a Cache Computer As Recited in Claims 1 and 12 

As discussed in detail above, Claims 1 and 22 recite the receiving of non-requested 
content at a cache computer. Moreover, claims 1 and 22 specify that the non-reqi tested content is 
content other than content requested by the first computer device. 

In the Office Action dated February 10, 2005, die Examiner initially alleged that claims 1 
and 22 were anticipated by the '267 patent, asserting the step of "receiving at the cache computer 
non-requested content from the second computer device, wherein the non-requested content is 
content other than content requested by the first computer device" is somehow found in Col. 7, 
lines 30 - 33. The rejection was withdrawn after the Applicants demonstrated the '267 patent is 
merely directed to a method of transferring data between a host computer and a storage device. 
Indeed, the text cited by the Examiner referred to "a computer system 30 having a different 
embodiment of the storage controller 26". (See Col. 6, lines 59-60; emphasis added). 

In fact, the Applicants requested: *lf this rejection is maintained, the Applicants 
respectfully requests that the Office explicitly indicate which elements in the '267 patent meet 
the claimed "first computer device", "second computer device" and "cache computer" " 
(Response filed 05/10/05; page 8). The rejection was withdrawn and no clarification was 
provided. 

In the next Office Action dated August 12, 2005, the Examiner asserted the ssane step is 
met by Col. 8, lines 42 - 56 of the '073 patent. The Office Action set forth that A4 pre-fetch 
images are actually non-requested data". (Office Action dated 08/12/2005; see, e,g„ pgs. 3 and 
4). Despite the Applicants' Response filed September 9, 2005 demonstrating the pre-fetch 
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images are merely data already associated with a requested HTML document, this rejection was 
maintained through the Advisory Action. However, due to a docketing error, the exact same 
Response filed on September 12, 2005 was again considered by the Examiner after issuance of 
the Advisory Action. Upon a second review of the same Response, the Examine conceded that 
Starnes "does not explicitly teach non-requested data". (Office Action dated February 6, 2006; 
page 3). 

The Examiner, however, now returns to the initial allegation that the step is somehow 
found in Col 7 of the *267 patent It appears from the Office Action that the Examiner is again 
alleging that the claimed "second computer" is met by the host computer 12 or the storage device 
16 of the '267 patent (shown in Figure 4A), The cited text and illustrative figure, however, 
illustrate "a computer system 30 having a different embodiment of the storage controller 26". 
(Col. 6, lines 59-60) The Applicants again submit that neither the cited text nor remainder of the 
specification does not teach or otherwise disclose a "second computer" or a "cache computer" as 
recited in the claims. In fact, the Examiner has yet to specify what elements the 6 267 patent 
show a "second computer" or a "cache computer" as requested in the Response dated February 
10, 2005 when the reference was initially asserted. 

As previously argued, the 8 267 patent is merely directed towards a single computer 
system having a storage controller integrated therein. As stated in the '267 patent: "a computer 
system of the present invention includes a storage controller coupled to the host computer and the 
storage device." (Col. 3, lines 5 - 7). As recited in the '267 patent, "[t]he purpose of the storage 
controller is to manage the storage for the host processor". (Col 1, lines 29 - 30). There is no 
indication the storage controller can be a separate computer (i.e., cache computer), nor is there 
any indication the storage device can be a second computer. In contrast, the specification of the 
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present application states "[cjache computer device 112, local computer 104 and access router 
110 are typically part of an access network, such as a LAN. However, as shown by path 114, 
cache computer device 112 may be coupled to access router 110 via a wide area network, such as 
the Internet 108." (Specification, paragraph 19, lines 5-8). In contrast, the Applicants cannot 
locate the terms "internet", ''network" or 4C router" anywhere in the '267 patent. 

Moreover, as discussed in more detail below, several of the references cited by the 
Examiner in the Office Action (z.e., the '781 and '252 patents) illustrate that tbe problems and 
restrictions faced when transmitting information among computers in a network are vastly 
different than those when transmitting information from a storage device to a host computer 
through a storage controller. For example, the '781 patent teaches compensaiion for caching 
appliances that "can be used to reduce the amount of bandwidth consumed by an ISP by serving 
some requests from a local cache." (CoL 1, lines 21-25; emphasis added). This is not a main 
factor considered when transferring information from a-host computer to a coupled storage 
device, such as that disclosed in the '267 patent Therefore, one skilled in the art at the time of 
the present invention would not be motivated to transmit non-requested data to a computing 
device across a network, such as the web. 

For at least these reasons, the Applicants respectfully request reversal of the 35 U.S.C. 
§103 rejection of claims 1, 2, 4 and 22 and request allowance of any dependant claims. The 
Applicants further request allowance of any claim that is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 utilizing 
the '073 patent or the *267 patent. 
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B, Combining the '073 Patent with the '781 Patent is Improper 

a. Combining the '073 patent with the '781 patent Does Not 1 each; Disclose, 
or Suggest the Subject Matter of Claims 5-9, 

In the Office Action dated February 6, 2006, the Examiner rejected claims 5 - 9 as 
obvious over the 4 073 patent in view of the '267 patent and in further view of the *781 patent. 
(Office Action; page 5). Claim 1, from which claims 5-9 depend, recites the receiving of non- 
requested content at a cache computer, wherein the non-requested content is content other than 
content requested by the first computer device . As discussed above, this limitation is not taught, 
disclosed, or suggested in the c 073 patent or in the *267 patent. 

This limitation is also not taught, disclosed, or suggested by the '781 patent. As set forth 

in the After Final Response dated September 12, 2005: 

The secondary reference, the '781 patent, teaches caching appliances thai "can be 
used to reduce the amount of bandwidth consumed by an ESP by serving scene 
requests from a local cache," (Col 1, lines 21-25; emphasis added). Indeed, the 
caching appliances serve requests from the cache, not unrequested data, as 
claimed in the present invention. 

As set forth in 35 U.S.C. § 112, para. 4: "A claim in dependent form shall be construed to 
incorporate by reference all the limitations of the claim to which it refers". Since the Office 
Action is silent as to where the '781 patent discloses this limitation, the Applic;uits respectfully 
request reversal of this rejection and allowance of any claim rejected under the '781 patent under 
35 U.S.C. § 103. 

b. The '781 Patent Teaches Away from the Subject Matter of the Rejected 
Claims 

As set forth in the September 12, 2005 Response, the '781 patent is directed to 
compensation for caching services, where the caching systems *Yeduce the amount ofbandwidth 
consumed" by serving some requests from a local cache. In this regard, the *78l patent teaches 
away from the subject matter of rejected claims 5-9. Indeed, one skilled in the art will readily 
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appreciate that the "receiving of non-requested content** increases the amount of bandwidth 
consumed. For at least this reason the Applicants respectfully request reversal of the rejection 
and request allowance of claims 5-9 and allowance of any other claim rejected under the "781 
patent under 35 U.S.C, § 103. 

C Combining the '073 Patent with the '252 Patent Is Improper 

a. The '252 Patent Teaches Away from the Subject Matter of the Rejected 
Claims 

As set forth in the Response dated September 12, 2005; 

[The] 4 252 patent can be interpreted as teaching away from receiving non- 
requested data, as it expressly acknowledges the bandwidth restraint historically 
associated with transfening files across the web. (See, e.g., CoL 1, lines 38-41, 
setting forth ''Given the increase of traffic on the World Wide Web and the 
growing bandwidth demands of ever more sophisticated multimedia content, there 
has been constant pressure to find more efficient ways to service data 
requests,..")- If the requested data is already over congesting the network, one 
skilled in the art would not transmit more data, never mind unrequested data upon 
consulting the '252 patent. Therefore, one skilled in the art at the time of the 
present invention would not be motivated to transmit non-requested data to a 
computing device across a network, such as the web upon reading the *252 patent. 

(Response dated September 12, 2005; page 9). The Applicants respectfully disagree with the 
Examiner's assertion that the above is a "frivolous interpretation" (Advisory Action dated 
October 11, 2005), but rather believe the '252 patent further demonstrates the novelty of the 
rejected claims in that the prior attempts to increase efficiency focused on reducing bandwidth 
demands, rather than requesting more content (Le. unrequested content). For at least feis reason 
the Applicants respectfully request reversal of the rejection and request allowance of claim 3 and 
allowance of any claim rejected under the '252 patent under 35 U.S.C. § 103. 

b. Combining the '073 Patent with the '252 Patent Does Not Teach: Disclose, 
or Suggest the Subject Matter of Claim 3> 

In the Office Action dated February 6, 2006, the Examiner rejected claim 3 as obvious 

over the '073 patent in view of the *267 patent in further view of '252 patent. Claim 1, from 
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which claim 3 depends, recites the receiving of non-requested content at a cache . computer, 

wherein the non-requested content is content other than content requested by the first computer 

device. As discussed above, this limitation is not taught, disclosed, or suggested in the '073 

patent or the s 267 patent, 

This limitation is also not taught, disclosed, or suggested by the *252 patent. In feet, the 

Summary of the Invention of the '252 patent expressly states: 

Thus, the present invention provides methods and apparatus for facilitating data 
transmission in a network. A first data request is received at a first intecmedfiite 
platform, the first data request indicating a source platform and a destination 
platform. The first date request is redirected by the first intermediate platform to a 
first cache platform associated with the intermediate platform. Data received ftom 
the first cache platform and corresponding to the first data request are transmitted 
from the first intermediate platform to the source platform, the transmission 
indicating origination from the destination platform. 

Col. 3, lines 1-11; emphasis added. As readily seen throughout the Specification of the r 2S2 
patent, any data received was previously requested. Merely, showing a 20-byte header added to a 
data packet does not teach or suggest the limitations of the base claims. Since the Office Action 
is silent as to where the 4 781 patent discloses the limitation of receiving non-requested content as 
recited in the claims, the Applicants respectfully request reversal of this rejection allowance of 
any claim rejected under the *781 and/or the '252 patents under 35 U.S.C. §103. 

D. Combining the '781 Patent with the '267 Patent is Improper 

a. There is no Motivation to Combine the '781 Patent with the '267 Patent 

In the Office Action dated February 6, 2006, the Examiner rejects claims 13 - 20 as 
obvious over the '078 patent in view of the '267 patent. As a person skilled in the art can readily 
appreciate, at the time of the present invention, transferring data across a network, such as the 
world wide' web ("web") was restrained by a limited supply of bandwidth. Attempts to prevent 
congestion while providing the requested information focused on reducing the amount of 
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information that had to be transferred across the limited amount of bandwidth. The '781 patent 

teaches compensation for caching appliances that "can be used to reduce the amount of 

bandwidth consumed by an ISP by serving some requests from a local cache." (CoL 1, lines 21- 

25; emphasis added). This is not a main factor considered when transferring information from a 

host computer to a coupled storage device, such as that disclosed in the '267 patent Therefore, 

one skilled in the art at the time of the present invention would not be motivated to transmit non^ 

requested data to a computing device across a network, such as the web. 

Despite this, the Office Action asserts it would have been obvious at the time of the 
invention for an artisan of ordinary skill in the art to combine the patents for the following 
reasons: 

• "in anticipation of future read requests." (alleged motivation for claim 1 3) 

• "improve reliability for data storage and retrieval by reducing latency in data transfers*' 
(alleged motivation for claim 14) 

• "efficacy would be improved by the process of anticipation of future read requests" 
(alleged motivation for claim 23). 

One skilled in the art would not be motivated to achieve these ends according the 
teachings of the rejected claims by consulting an application which set forth methods and 
systems for "reduceftng] the amount of bandwidth consumed." Rather it appears die Examiner is 
using "impermissible hindsight" when determining the obviousness of the rejected claims. For at 
least these reasons, the Applicants respectfully request reversal of these grounds of rejection. 

b. Neither Patent Teaches the Subject Matter of the Rejected Claims 
Even when utilizing impermissible hindsight to combine the '267 patent with the '781 
patent, the subject matter of the rejected claims are not taught or otherwise suggested. 
Previously, the August 12, 2005 Office Action admitted the 4 781 patent does not disclose the 
limitations of "transmitting to the cache computer device non-requested content" (claim 13) and 
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deceiving non-requested content from the website" (claim 23), however, stated the limitations 

are met at Col. 7, lines 27 - 34 of the *267 patent. It now appears that the Examiner is alleging 

that the claimed "cache computer" is met by the host computer 12 of the '267 patent (shown in 

Figure 4A). (In an the Office Action dated February 11 3 2005, claims 1 and 22 were rejected 

under the same reference apparently alleging the host computer 12 was the "first computer 

device" of the rejected claims). As the Applicants have previously set forth, the '267 patent 

discloses a host computer that controls a host storage controller and a storage device. The cited 

text and illustrative figure illustrate "a computer system 30 having a different embodiment of the 

storage controller 26," Col. 6, lines 59-60. In contrast, claim 23 is directed to: 

An access router coupled to a local computer and a website, the access 
router including a cache module configured to perform the steps comprising: 

(a) receiving a cache request from the website : and 

(b) receiving non-requested content from the website, wherein ihe non- 
requested is content other than content requested by the local computer - 

(Claim 23, emphasis added; see also Claim 14 directed to "A method of transmitting content 

from a first computer device to a second computer device, wherein the first computer device and 

the second computer device are coupled to a cache computer device"). The '267 patent does not 

disclose, teach, or suggest a website or any computer besides the single host computer. In fact, 

the Office Action admits the '267 patent "does not explicitly disclose receiving non-requested 

content from the website, wherein the non-requested [content] is content other than content 

requested by the local computer", Despite this, however, the Examiner insists Ihe limitation is 

met because "Chong teaches the concept of transferring non-requested content at Col. 7, lines 27 

- 34." Office Action dated February 6, 2006, page 13; see also page 10 in reference to the 

rejection of Claim 13. 
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Specifically regarding claim 14, the Examiner asserts that the '267 patent shows a switch 
coupled to the internet wherein the switch acts as a router. (Office Action dated February 6, 
2006, page 10). The Applicants, however cannot locate the terms '^ternef, "network" or 
"router" anywhere in the '267 patent 

Since the '267 patent does not even disclose or suggest the limitations of the rejected 
claims, the Applicants respectfully request reversal of the rejection and allowance of the claims, 

E. No Motivation to Combine Was Provided for Claims 15 and 17-20 

The Office Actions dated February 6, 2006 and August 12, 2005 are siknt in regards to 
motivation to combine in relation to claims 15 and 17-20. In response to the Applicants* 
request for such a motivation, the Examiner stated: "it is common Office practice not to provide 
motivation to combine when the claims are rejected by the primary reference". Advisory Action 
dated October 11, 2005, page 2. According to M.P.E.P. §706,02(j) "[t]o establish a primoe facie 
case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be met. First, there must be some suggestion or 
motivation, either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the reference or to combine the reference teachings." 

Thus far, no motivation to combine has been provided to the Applicants, therefore, the 
Applicants submit the initial burden on the Examiner had not been met and the rejection should 
be reversed. Furthermore, the Applicants are not aware of any policy or regulation in the CF JL, 
U.S.C., M.P.E.P, or Official Gazette which supports the Examiner's assertion. If the policy has 
been adopted, the Applicants respectfully request citation to the policy. 
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CONCLUSION 

The rejections contained in the Action of August 12, 2005 should be reversed for at least 
the reasons recited above. Reversal of the rejections is requested, 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date: March 20, 2006 



Shawn P. Gorman 
Reg.# 56,197 
Banner & Witcoff, Ltd. 
10 S. Wacker Drive 
Suite 3000 

Chicago, IL 60606-7407 
Telephone: 312-463-5000 
Facsimile: 312-463-5001 
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CLAIMS APPENDIX 

1. (Previously Presented) A method of transmitting requests and content at a cache 
computer, wherein a first computer device and a second computer device are coupled to the 
cache computer and the first computer device requests content from the second computer device; 
the method comprising the steps of: 

(a) receiving a cache request from the second computer device; and 

( 

(b) receiving at the cache computer non-requested content fiom the second 
computer device, wherein the non-requested content is content other than content 
requested by the first computer device, 

2. (Original) The method of claim 1, further including 

(c) transmitting a cache invitation to the second computer device. 

3. (Original) The method of claim 2, wherein the cache invitation is located within a 
header of a request for content. 

4. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein (a) comprises: 

(d) receiving a request for cache memory space from the second computer. 

5 . (Previously Presented) The method of claim 4, wherein the request inc ludes terms that 
have previously been agreed upon by the cache computer and the second computer device. 
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6. (Original) The method of claim 4, wherein the request comprise a fee for use of the 
cache memory space. 

7. (Original) The method of claim 6, wherein the fee is a fee that will be paid by the 
second computer device. 

8. (Original) The method of claim 4, wherein the request further includes a requested 
amount of cache memory space. 

9. (Original) The method of claim 4, wherein the non-requested content comprises 
objects of a web page. 

10. (Original) The method of claim 1, further including: 

(c) receiving at the cache computer the identification of non-requested content. 

1 1 . (Original) The method of claim 10, wherein the identification of non-requested 
content comprises memory addresses of non-requested content 

12. (Original) The method of claim 10, in response to (c) further including: 

(e) requesting the non-requested content from the second computer 
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13. (Original) A method of transmitting content from a first computer device to a second 
computer device, wherein the first computer device and the second computer deWce are coupled 
to a cache computer device, the method comprising the steps of: 

(a) receiving from the cache computer device, a request for content; 

(b) transmitting to the cache computer device the requested content; 

(c) transmitting to the cache computer device a request for use of a cache 
memory; and 

(d) after accepting terms for the use of the cache memory, transmitting to the 
cache computer device non-requested content, wherein the non-requested is content other 
than content requested by the cache computer device. 

14. (Original) The method of claim 13, wherein the cache computer device comprises an 
access router coupled to an access network. 

15. (Original) The method of claim 13, wherein the request in (c) comprises a proposed 
fee for use of the cache memory. 

16 (Original) The method of claim 13, further including the steps of: 

(e) determining when the first computer device updates the non-requested 
content; and 

(f) transmitting updated non-requested content to the second computer device 
when the first computer device updates the non-requested content. 
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17. (Original) The method of claim 13, wherein the request in (c) comprises a request 
for cache memory space. 

18. (Original) The method of claim 13, wherein the request in step (c) comprises a time 
duration. 

19. (Original) The method of claim 13, wherein the request in step (c) comprises a 
proposed fee. 

20. (Original) The method of claim 13, further including the steps of: 

(e) receiving a denial in response to the request for the use of the cache memory; 

(f) receiving proposed terms for use of the cache memory; and 

(g) transmitting to the first computer device an approval of the proposed terms for 
use of the cache memory. 

21 . (Original) The method of claim 13, wherein the request (c) is located within a header 
of the requested content, 

22. (Previously Presented) A computer-readable medium containing computer- 
executable instructions for causing a cache computer coupled to a first computer device and a 
second computer device to perform the steps comprising: 

(a) receiving a cache request from the second computer device; and 
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(b) receiving at the cache computer non-requested content fit>m fee second 
computer device, wherein the non-requested content is content othur than content 
requested by the first computer device. 

23. (Original) Aji access router coupled to a local computer and a website, the access 
router including a cache module configured to perform the steps comprising; 

(a) receiving a cache request from the website; and 

(b) receiving non-requested content from the website, wherein the noflhtequested 
is content other than content requested by the local computer. 
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VIIL EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

None. 
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IX. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

None. 
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